identified by their tool conducts rather than their physical appearance (McGrew, 1998; Whiten et al., 1999) .
In a second step, we argue that the study of language within linguistics can benefit from the notion of recontextualization. We consider instances of grammatical change (e.g., the various uses of English let's/lets and the emergence of a new imperative marker) in order to show how acts of recontextualization in linguistic usage explain how different variants and ultimately new linguistic patterns emerge. Such new patterns can also be characterized in terms of means-ends dissociation with regard to linguistic formfunction pairings. Speakers thus create new patterns without deviating from patterns that already exist in their linguistic experience.
We agree with other usage-based approaches that language is a complex adaptive system with dynamic and emergent properties (see, e.g., Heine, 2002; Beckner et al., 2009; Winters, 2010; Steels, 2011) . However, we differ from some of these approaches by introducing a more radical notion of contextdependence and 'emergence' of linguistic behavior. Our claim is that the linguistic sign is inherently negotiable, underspecified and subject to interpretation and that variation and ambiguity are inherent properties of the linguistic sign. We therefore consider any approach which conceptualizes 'change' as a transition from one 'synchronic state' (stage) to another as problematic. Natural, real-time dynamics of linguistic activity do not attest to and do not require these assumptions, but they do attest to behavioral strategies that can be described as 'recontextualization'.
Our approach has obvious consequences for the question of language evolution. If complex linguistic structures emerge via acts of recontextualization, and if comparable acts of recontextualization are observed in non-linguistic behavior both among humans (bricolage) and among nonhuman primates, then we have identified a behavioral strategy that underlies the transition from non-linguistic forms of communication (or acting in general) to natural languages. We argue that this observation constitutes the common denominator that not only explains linguistic structures, but also connects linguistic behavior with other types of non-or pre-linguistic behavior.
